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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of tlie 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

The reference numerals in parenthesis shall be removed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The use of numbers in parenthesis in claims 1-4 is vague and indefinite and 
confusing and shall be removed. 

The use of "its" in claim 1, line 2 and throughout the claims is vague and 
indefinite and shall be amended and replaced with a different term(s), such as "said", 
"the", "comprising", etc., that is clear and definite and consistent with U.S. patent law 
language. It is unclear what terms "its" is modifying. 
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The term "loose" in claims 1-4, lines 1-2 of all claims, and line 8 of claim 1 is a 
relative term which renders the claims indefinite. The temi "loose" is not defined by the 
claim, the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite 
degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the 
scope of the invention. It is unclear when an opening is loose and when it is not loose 
and what standard the openings should be based on. 

The terni "»" in claims 1 , line 3, is a relative term which renders the claim 
indefinite. It is unclear how much greater "a" is than "b". 

The phrase "elongated to a value. of up to 100%, uniformly across its length 
or locally" in claim 1, line 5 is vague and indefinite since the applicant on page 3, line 5 
of the specification defined elongation as between 0% and 100%, thus rendering this 
above phrase optional and not requiring elongation at all. Furthermore, it is unclear 
where "unifomnly" and "locally" are located in relation to the film. 

Claim 2 recites the limitations "the elongated zone" and "folded stripe" in lines 
3 and 5, respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitation in the 
claim. 

The phrase "preferably the tip ... plastic film" in claim 4, lines 8-9 is vague 
and indefinite because it is unclear whether or not this limitation is required. The 
Examiner is interpreting this language as optional and thus not limiting the scope of the 
claim. 

Clarification and/or correction is required. 
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Examiner's Comment 

3. The claims are replete with errors and appear to be a direct translation from a 
foreign language thus rendering the claims confusing. The applicant is advised to 
carefully review the claims and make amendments where necessary to comport with 
U.S. patent law claim terminology. 

Clarification and/or correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kesinger (US 3.698.131) in view of Stillman et al. (US 3.285,497). 

Kesinger ('1 31) teaches a plastic film for coverage (col. 2, 1. 42 and FIG-S 
wherein the polyester plastic film #20 covers plant #22) with openings for weight 
insertion at the edges (See FIG-3 and col. 3, II. 47-50 wherein pockets #33 have 
openings at the top wherein soil or weight is added to retain the film.) of any length and 
width wherein the length is longer than the width (See FIGs 3 and 4 wherein the 
lengths, #62 and #68, are clearly longer than the width of the nanow edge) with hopper 
shaped openings for weight insertion vaults (See FIG-3 and col. 3, II. 47-50 hoppers for 
weight insertion vaults, pockets, #33 at the edges.) with elongated lengths up to 100% 
(See FIG-4 wherein the lengths #62 and #68 are clearly elongated between 0 and 100% 
and page 3, line 5 of Applicant's specification wherein Applicant defines elongation to 
include 0%, no elongation, thus making elongation optional.), with hopper shaped 
openings formed for weight insertion into the weight storage vaults (See FIG-3, wherein 
pockets #33 have hopper shaped openings for dirt or weights.), and 
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weldings are at a distance from each other (See col. 3, //. 47-51 wherein the 
weldings can be along one or both sides of the cover, thus separated from each other.) 
and 

non-welded openings along the plastic film with a length (See FIG-3, wherein 
pockets #33 have non-welded openings at the top), however, fails to expressly teach 
openings that are folded and welded to the main body of the film with consecutive 
lengthways umbrella weldings. 

However, Stillman ('497) teaches openings ("pockets") that are folded and 
welded to the main body of the film with consecutive lengthways weldings (col. 5, II. 48- 
55) for the purpose of receiving various materials (col. 5, 1. 55). Furthermore, Kesinger 
('131) teaches folded welded plastic pockets in column 2, lines 46-49 and FIG-2, pocket 
#10 with fold #14 and weld lines #16. Thus, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art that Kesinger's ('131) pocket would be welded as taught by 
Stillman ('497) since both materials are weldable and Stillman ('497) teaches that 
welded pockets are well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to use the folded welded pockets with various welding 
configurations as taught by Stillman ('497) in order to provide Kesinger ('131) with a 
product as described above since Kesinger ('131) and Stillman ('497) are both directed 
to plastic films with pockets. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brent T. O'Hern whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
0496. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supen/isor, Harold Pyon can be reached on (571) 272-1498. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free): 
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